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Applicant also respectfully submits that the allegedly distinct embodiments are not 
distinct because each of the methods shown in Figs. 3, 4 and 5, cited by the Election 
Requirement, in addition to Fig. 2, are different aspects of a single invention. 

Fig. 3 merely shows one exemplary embodiment of the steps that can be taken to 
implement step SI 300 shown in Fig. 2. Fig. 4 merely shows one exemplary embodiment of 
the steps that can be taken to implement SI 320 in Fig. 3. Thus, Fig. 3 is generic to Fig. 4, 
and Fig, 2 is a generic to Figs. 3 and 4. 

Furthermore, Fig. 5 merely shows one exemplary embodiment of the steps that can be 
taken to implement step SI 700 of Fig. 2 where the reformatted data is inverse reformatted to 
generate the original binary images. Thus, Figs. 3 and 5 are complementary figures that show 
a method and its corresponding inverse method. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits 
that Figs. 2-5 show steps of one exemplary embodiment of a single invention. 

Additionally, claims 13-27 are linking claims that recited both the compression and 
decompression features of this invention, as well as the features illustrated in Figs. 3 and 5. 
Thus, claim 13 is generic to all of the asserted amendments, requiring examination of all of 
the features of Figs. 3 and 5 to determine its patentability. 

It is also respectfully submitted that the subject matter of all species is sufficiently 
related that a thorough search for the subject matter of any one species would encompass a 
search for the subject matter of the remaining species. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that 
the search and examination of the entire application could be made without serious burden. 
Applicant is also entitled to examination of a reasonable number of species. Thus, even if 
Figs. 3 and 5 could be considered to be distinct species, two species is a reasonable number. 
See MPEP §803 in which it is stated that "if the search and examination of the entire 
application can be made without serious burden, the Examiner must examine it on the merits 
even though it includes claims to distinct or independent inventions" (emphasis added). It is 
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respectfully submitted that this policy should apply in the present application in order to 

avoid unnecessary delay and expense to Applicant and duplicative examination by the Patent 

Office. 

Thus, for at least these reasons, withdrawal of the Election of Species Requirement is 
respectfully requested. 
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